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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicants' Communications field on 
09/30/2003. 

2. The Office Action dated 03/22/2007 was vacated. 

Election/Restrictions 

3. During a telephone conversation with Mr. Christopher L. Holt (Reg. No.: 
45,844) on TUE. 03/06/2007 a provisional election was made without traverse to 
prosecute the invention of query processing, claims 1-20. Affirmation of this 
election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 21- 
40 withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as 
being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

4. Claims 1-20 are pending in this Application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The 
limitation "indicative of how the new label is used" does not support in the 
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description of the applications' specification. Applicant is advised to amend the 
claim to clarify it and for their intended use in order to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to make use the invention as claimed. Applicant is reminded that no new 
subject matter should be added. 

7. Claim 1 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Because 
the "negative limitation" in line 2 of claim 16, "the selected label is NOT same 
as the category ..." is not support in the instant specification. Any claim 
containing a negative limitation must have basis in the original disclosure. 
(MPEP 2173.05 (i). Applicant is advised to amend the claim to clarify it and for 
their intended use in order to one of ordinary skill in the art to make use the 
invention as claimed. Applicant is reminded that no new subject matter should be 
added. 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 1 , 2, 5, 7, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 7 are recited the limitations "the user" in 7 of 
claim 1 ; "text in line 3 of claim 2; "a new object" in lines 1-2 of claim 5; "an 
interface" in line 2 of claim 6; "a description includes ... and a description" in lines 
2-3 of claim 7; "a label text database" in line 4 of claim 10; "text" in line 2 of claim 
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1 1 ; "at least a portion of the desired text"; in lines 5 of claim 1 1 and "an indication 
of how ... is used" in lines 6-7 of claim 1 1; and "a label text database" in lines 3-4 
of claim 17. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claims 16, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. Because the 
limitations starting with "If is incomplete statement. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 1-2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Pub. No.: US 2004/0128272 A1 of Salomon et al. (hereinafter Salomon). 

With respect to claim 1 , Salomon teaches a method of creating a new 
label in a business integration system (using GUI to generate a label for business 
environment such as material and stocked: fig. 4 and sections 0047-0048; also 
fig. 1, section 0023) comprising the steps of: 
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receiving data at an interface indicative of how the new label is used 
(receiving label data as description of label for a kind of product or material: 
sections 0008-0009; also fig. 1 and section 0023); 

searching a label database for text matching a desired text (retrieving 
labels from a file or database stored in memory by matching the text to the type 
of label: sections 001 1 and 0025; also see fig. 2); and 

returning to the user a list of matches found in the label database 
(returning a list of found matched label as a labeling tree as shown in figs 2 (item 
210) and 3; section 0036). 

With respect to claim 2, Salomon teaches including the steps selecting 
one of the matches as text for the new label (selecting the appropriate label: 
sections 0011, 0024 and 0032). 

With respect to claim 4, Salomon teaches creating a new object in the 
label database for the new label (figs. 1 and 2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which ' 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

14. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 
the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a 
later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 
35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

15. Claims 3, 5-10 and 11-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pub. No.: US 2004/0128272 A1 of Salomon et al. (hereinafter 
Salomon) in view of Pub. No.: US 2003/0004946 A1 of VanDenAvond et al. 
(VanDenAvond). 

With respect to claim 3, Salomon teaches a method of creating a new 
label in a business integration system as discussed in claim 1 . 

Salomon teaches creating a new label in business environment, searching 
the label with text or description against a database consisting of a plurality of 
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labels stored in the memory of the integrating label system. Salomon does not 
clearly teach receiving at least a portion of the desired text. 

However, VanDenAvond teaches portion of label to be received (section 

0071). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Salomon with 
the teachings of VanDenAvond. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of creating and maintaining label record and 
setting the publication status of the label record as disclosed (VanDenAvond's 
sections 0002 and 0005), into the system of Salomon for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance with label regulations across all of the products, thereby, being a 
significant challenge for an organization and eliminating redundancies and 
inefficiencies processes (VanDenAvond's sections 0003 and 0009). 

With respect to claims 5-6 and 10, Salomon teaches a method of creating 
a new label in a business integration system as discussed in claim 1. 

Salomon teaches creating a new label in business environment, searching 
the label with text or description against a database consisting of a plurality of 
labels stored in the memory of the integrating label system. Salomon does not 
clearly teach assigning a GUID for the new label; and receiving a category code 
for the new label and storing versions of the text for the label in a record in a 
label text database. 

However, VanDenAvond teaches a unique template ID is automatically 
assigned by system and UPC code for each label and categories (sections 0052, 
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0056-0059 and figs. 4 arid 5; also sections 0026 and 0044) and storing the 
version of text label data in the system (section 0074). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Salomon with 
the teachings of VanDenAvond. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of creating and maintaining label record and 
setting the publication status of the label record as disclosed (VanDenAvond's 
sections 0002 and 0005), into the system of Salomon for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance with label regulations across all of the products, thereby, being a 
significant challenge for an organization and eliminating redundancies and 
inefficiencies processes (VanDenAvond's sections 0003 and 0009). 

With respect to claim 7, Salomon teaches wherein receiving a description 
includes receiving a namespace and a description (text description for a label 
and name of type label: sections 008, 0010, 0022, 0036 and 0049). 

With respect to claim 8, Salomon teaches receiving an indication of an 
original language in which the new label is written (written in local /native or 
original language: sections 0022 and 0054). 

With respect to claim 9, Salomon teaches storing the new label in the label 
database (storing label in a memory: section 0027). 

With respect to claims 1 1 and 13, Salomon teaches a method of creating 
a new label in a business integration system as discussed in claim 1. Also, 
Salomon teaches selecting records and identifying selected label record of how 
the selected record is used (receiving label data as description of label for a kind 



Application/Control Number: 10/674.834 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2162 

of product or material: sections 0008-0009; also fig. 1 and section 0023; and 
selecting the appropriate label: sections 001 1, 0024 and 0032). 

Salomon teaches creating a new label in business environment, searching 
the label with text or description against a database consisting of a plurality of 
labels stored in the memory of the integrating label system. Salomon does not 
clearly teach comparing the indicated use of the selected records with the 
indicated use of the new label, and ordering the selected records based on a 
match with the desired text and indicated use of the new label, and ordering the 
list of matches where the matches having a closest match to the desired text are 
displayed first. 

However, VanDenAvond teaches placing order or request to a label 
(sections 0028 and 0063); comparing the selected label record (section 0074). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Salomon with 
the teachings of VanDenAvond. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of creating and maintaining label record and 
setting the publication status of the label record as disclosed (VanDenAvond's 
sections 0002 and 0005), into the system of Salomon for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance with label regulations across all of the products, thereby, being a 
significant challenge for an organization arid eliminating redundancies and 
inefficiencies processes (VanDenAvond's sections 0003 and 0009). 
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With respect to claim 12, Salomon teaches displaying the list of matches 
on the user interface (presenting the result of label as a labeling tree; section 
0034). 

With respect to claims 14-15, Salomon teaches a method of creating a 
new label in a business integration system as discussed in claim 1. Also, 
Salomon teaches selecting records and identifying selected label record of how 
the selected record is used (selecting the appropriate label: sections 0011, 0024 
and 0032). 

Salomon teaches creating a new label in business environment, searching 
the label with text or description against a database consisting of a plurality of 
labels stored in the memory of the integrating label system. Salomon does not 
clearly teach receiving an indication that one record in the list of matches is a 
desired entry, and comparing the category of the selected label against the 
category of the label. 

However, VanDenAvond teaches comparing the selected label record 
(section 0074) and a unique template ID is automatically assigned by system and 
comparing categories (sections 0052, 0056-0059 and figs. 4 and 5; also sections 
0026 and 0044) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Salomon with 
the teachings of VanDenAvond. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of creating and maintaining label record and 
setting the publication status of the label record as disclosed (VanDenAvond's 
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sections 0002 and 0005), into the system of Salomon for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance with label regulations across all of the products, thereby, being a 
significant challenge for an organization and eliminating redundancies and 
inefficiencies processes (VanDenAvond's sections 0003 and 0009). 

With respect to claims 16-17, Salomon teaches a method of creating a 
new label in a business integration system as discussed in claim 1 . 

Salomon teaches creating a new label in business environment, searching 
the label with text or description against a database consisting of a plurality of 
labels stored in the memory of the integrating label system. Salomon does not 
clearly teach duplicating the selected label to the new label in the label database 
and duplicating any translations in a label text database to the record in the label 
text database for the new label. 

However, VanDenAvond teaches maintaining duplicate label records and 
controlling by record ID (sections 0043) and translating available labels (section 
0065). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Salomon with 
the teachings of VanDenAvond. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of creating and maintaining label record and 
setting the publication status of the label record as disclosed (VanDenAvond's 
sections 0002 and 0005), into the system of Salomon for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance with label regulations across all of the products, thereby, being a 
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significant challenge for an organization and eliminating redundancies and 
inefficiencies processes (VanDenAvond's sections 0003 and 0009). 

With respect to claims 18-20, Salomon teaches a method of creating a 
new label in a business integration system as discussed in claim 1 . 

Salomon teaches creating a new label in business environment, searching 
the label with text or description against a database consisting of a plurality of 
labels stored in the memory of the integrating label system. Salomon does not 
clearly teach creating an entry in the new label indicating an ID of the selected 
label, using the selected label for the new label entering the desired text into the 
new label, determining the category and description for the new label based off of 
a current control for the system, generating new translations for the text of the 
label, and receiving the new translations into the record for the label in the label 
text database. 

However, VanDenAvond teaches selecting and creating new label based 
on the ID label (section 0059); determining the category of the label (section 
0044) and generating new translations for text of label (sections 0043 and 0069), 
entering the ID for the desired selected label (0072) and translating available 
labels (section 0065). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Salomon with 
the teachings of VanDenAvond. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it motivated to utilize the use of creating and maintaining label record and 
setting the publication status of the label record as disclosed (VanDenAvond's 
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sections 0002 and 0005), into the system of Salomon for the purpose of ensuring 
compliance with label regulations across all of the products, thereby, being a 
significant challenge for an organization and eliminating redundancies and 
inefficiencies processes (VanDenAvond's sections 0003 and 0009). 
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1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should directed to ANH LY, whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4039 or via e-mail: ANH.LY@USPTO.GOV (written authorization being given 
by Applicant(s) - MPEP 502.03 [R-2]) or fax to (571) 273-4039 (examiner's 
personal fax number). The examiner can normally be reached on TUESDAY - 
THURSDAY from 8:30 AM - 3:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Breene, can be 
reached on (571) 272-4107. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). Any response to this action should be mailed to: Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. Washington, D.C. 20231 , or faxed to: Central Fax Center: 
(571)273-8300. 
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